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Period for Reply v 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of the invention that encompasses claims 6- 
21 in the telephone conversation on 9/20/2007 is acknowledged. 

2. During a telephone conversation with attorney attorney Gregory Grace on 
9/20/2007 a provisional election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention 
as claimed in claims 6-21 . Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in 
replying to this Office action. Claims 1-5 are withdrawn from further consideration by 
the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 6-1 6 and 21 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claim 6, line 3: The acronym AVC should be written out, at least the first time 
it is referenced in the claims. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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5. Claims 6 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Park 
(U.S. 6,058,375). 

As to claim 6, Park discloses an enterprise management system, comprising: 
a transaction manager to receive new revenue transactions posted by an 
organization (col. 22, lines 11-17 and col. 23, lines 7-12 and 36-47), 

an AVC manager, responsive to a new revenue transaction to execute an AVC 
rule represented by a control object, the AVC rule causing a comparison of previously- 
posted revenue of the organization and revenue of the new transaction with a revenue 
budget and, if the comparison fails a relationship defined for the AVC rule, causing the 
transaction manager to reject the new revenue transaction (col. 32, line 47 through col. 
33, line 36, that shows summing of transaction data (previous and new); balancing 
principles as rules to determine whether a transaction is rejected; comparison with an 
income amount, i.e., revenue budget). 

As to claim 7, Park discloses all elements of claim 6. Park further shows an AVC 
ledger comprising a database storing control objects and aggregations of revenue 
postings and revenue budget values that are operands to the control objects (col. 35, 
lines 1-9). 

As to claim 8, Park discloses an enterprise management system, comprising: 
a transaction manager to receive new transactions that revise previously 
stored revenue budget values (col. 23, lines 7-1 2 and 36-47), 

an AVC manager, responsive to a new budget-revising transaction to execute 
an AVC rule represented by a control object, the AVC rule causing a comparison of 
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previously-posted revenue values with revenue budget values including the revenue 
budget of the new transaction and, if the comparison fails a relationship defined for the 
AVC rule, causing the transaction manager to reject the new budget-revising transaction 
(col. 33, line 47 through col. 34, line 47). 

As to claim 9, Park discloses all elements of claim 8. Park further discloses an 
AVC ledger comprising a database storing control objects and aggregations of revenue 
postings and revenue budget values that are operands to the control objects (col. 35, 
lines 1-10). 

As to claim 10, Park discloses an AVC method, comprising: 

responsive to a proposed postings of revenue or of revenue budget, 
determining whether any control objects address the proposed posting (col. 32, lines 
52-60), 

executing AVC rules represented by each identified control object (col. 32, 
lines. 58-60), and 

if any AVC rule is violated by the posting and if the AVC rule identifies an error 
as a response thereto, blocking the posting from being admitted (col. 33, lines 1-6 and 
col. 35, lines 4-9). 

As to claim 1 1 , Park discloses all elements of claim 10. Park further discloses 
executing comprising: 

generating a postings operand from an aggregation of previously-admitted 
postings values addressed by the control object (col. 32, lines 52-60), 

generating a budget operand from an aggregation of revenue budget values 
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addressed by the control object, the aggregation revised by the proposed posting (col. 
32, lines 52-60), and 

determining whether the postings operand and the budget operand satisfy a 
test relationship specified for the control object (col. 32, lines 52-60). 

As to claim 12, Park shows all elements of claim 1 0. Park further discloses 
executing comprising: 

generating a postings operand from an aggregation of previously-admitted 
postings values addressed by the control object and from a new revenue posting value 
(col. 32, lines 30-35), 

generating a budget operand from an aggregation of revenue budget values 
addressed by the control object (col. 34, lines 40-44), and . 

determining whether the postings operand and the budget operand satisfy a test 
relationship specified for the control object (col. 32, lines 52-60). 

As to claim 13, Park discloses all elements of claim 12. Park further discloses 
storing the postings operand in a ledger storage device associated with the control 
object (col. 32, lines 52- 65). 

As to claim 14, Park discloses all elements of claim 12. Park further discloses, 
storing the budget operand in a ledger storage device associated with the control object 
(col. 32, lines 52- 65). 

As to claim 1 5, Park discloses all elements of claim 10. Park further discloses 
performing the determining, the executing and, if necessary the blocking for each of a 
plurality of AVC rule sets in an enterprise management system (col. 33, lines 1-5). 
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As to claim 16, the limitations of claim 16 closely parallel claim 10 and therefore 
are rejected under the same rationale, as being unpatentable over Park. Claim 10 is 
directed toward method steps and claim 16 is directed toward a computer means for 
accomplishing those method steps as set forth in claim 10. 

As to claim 17, Park discloses all elements of claim 16. The additional limitations 
of claim 17 closely parallel claim 1 1 and therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale, as being unpatentable over Park. Claim 1 1 is directed toward method steps 
and claim 17 is directed toward a computer means for accomplishing those method 
steps as set forth in claim 11. 

As to claim 18, Park discloses all elements of claim 16. The additional limitations 
of claim 18 closely parallel claim 12 and therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale, as being unpatentable over Park. Claim 12 is directed toward method steps 
and claim 17 is directed toward a computer means for accomplishing those method 
steps as set forth in claim 11. 

As to claim 19, Park discloses all elements of claim 16. The additional limitations 
of claim 19 closely parallel claim 13 and therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale, as being unpatentable over Park. Claim 13 is directed toward method steps 
and claim 19 is directed toward a computer means for accomplishing those method 
steps as set forth in claim 13. 

As to claim 20, Park discloses all elements of claim 16. The additional limitations 
of claim 20 closely parallel claim 14 and therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale, as being unpatentable over Park. Claim 14 is directed toward method steps 
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and claim 20 is directed toward a computer means for accomplishing those method 
steps as set forth in claim 14. 

As to claim 21 , Park discloses all elements of claim 16. The additional 
limitations of claim 21 closely parallel claim 15 and therefore are rejected under the 
same rationale, as being unpatentable over Park. Claim 15 is directed toward method 
steps and claim 21 is directed toward a computer means for accomplishing those 
method steps as set forth in claim 15. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carol See whose telephone number is (571)272-9742. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:45 am - 5: 1 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Khoi Tran can be reached on (571) 272-6919. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
-you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Carol See 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3609 
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